Letter to the Editor
In their article "Characterization of spinal cord lesions in cattle and horses with rabies: the importance of correct sampling" (J Vet Diagn Invest 2016;28:455-460), DM Bassuino, et al., describe their sampling to detect Rabies virus (RABV) by direct fluorescent antibody test (DFAT) as follows: "Fragments of cerebral cortex, thalamus, cerebellum, medulla oblongata, and spinal cord collected at cervical, thoracic, lumbar, and sacral levels, were refrigerated and submitted for RABV detection by DFAT." This resulted in a false-negative rate of 71.5% for 7 horses, and 23.1% for 22 cattle. However, this method constitutes improper sampling for rabies DFAT; also, the polyclonal conjugate used by the authors does not follow the Standard Protocol for Rabies Diagnosis (https:// goo.gl/m7iASW). An entire cross-section of brain stem and cerebellum, rather than "fragments," must be submitted, and approved reagents, mostly monoclonal, should be used. Diagnosis of rabies in livestock can be challenging, but it is misleading to state that immunohistochemistry is more sensitive than DFAT without first following the Standard Protocol. Please see Figure 1 for an example of unilateral distribution of RABV, which could lead to a false-negative result if sampled improperly. 
Melissa Behr

Authors' response
We do understand and appreciate the concern of Drs. Behr and Rudd and would like to clarify some aspects on the fluorescent antibody (FA) test for rabies done in Brazil. For sampling the brain of rabies-suspect cases, we use the instructions of the Agriculture Ministry from Brazil, 1 which is based on reference literature. 2, 3 The OIE manual recommends that sections be taken from several sites of the brain, specifically brain stem, hippocampus, thalamus, cerebral cortex, and medulla oblongata, and be sent refrigerated to a rabies laboratory.
We did not use the word "fragments" meaning "bits and pieces" but meaning a small part detached from the whole, that is, meaning that we collected the whole brain and sent fragments (transverse sections) of the various recommended sites to the laboratory. The polyclonal antibody mentioned in the article was solely used to perform the immunohistochemistry (IHC). The direct FA test was not performed in our laboratory because, following Brazilian law, rabies tests should be done in official government laboratories. In our article, we intended to stress the distribution of rabies lesions that is peculiar in large animals, mostly in horses. On the other hand, we wanted to point out the lack of correlation that truly exists between our IHC and the official FA results in Brazil, which we do not believe to be due to the small number of cases studied. We did not mean to discredit the FA method per se but to alert others to a situation that is a reality in our country. Our article does not serve as a parameter for, or criticism of, other Rabies virus identification methods used and the results obtained in other countries. We are in contact with Brazilian authorities with the intention of mutual collaboration to ameliorate this situation. 
